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1. Descrbe Ihe condlfbc18 that bdlcate a possible lneothre or unreporoed waste site. Include bcdon and dedption of suspicious 
condition, mount or extent of condltkm and date o b s e d .  A location map andlor diagram identifying the site against controlled 
sunrey pohta or global pasitioning system descriptors shall be lnduded to help wlth the site vlslt Indude any known common 
names or location desMfptors forthe waste ab, 

Pursuant to language contained in EDF-2167"VCO N E W - 1 ~ 0 8  Characterization -TAW81 5 PWSumps,' the INEEL Indicated 
mat sarnplhg ot soik under bool the TAN-616 east and west pWsumps wuld be conducted to v d y  that there wem no past 
releases resulting fmm opedons of the pitslsumpr. The EDF stated that if ContamTnatlon was found, an FFNCO - .  new site 
IdenWicatfon would be pmceased for mil contamindon. 

In accordance with the EDF, samples d sob bene- The'concrete slab of the eaat and k s t  pwsUmps wem cdlected for 
labomlory ardysea by D&D&D personnel on July 3,2002 and August 13,2002 These pWsumps wem farmerly locited a! the 
south end of the TAN45 smrcbm prior to thetir removal In July 2002 The east pithump was scabbled of vidile'atelnlng (to 
remove realdual RCFiA b\ar;aeteristically hazardous seelbnent), and Ihe rrrmahrlng concrete, along with the coclcrete from the west 
pit/sump, was verified to be LLW only. Following removal of the concrete plVsumps. the area was baddlbd wkh clean fill, and the 
concrete from bath pitlaurnpa was later transported to RWMC for dlspasaL 

Samp@~ of soil beneath the east pit/sUmp were edlected a! a depth of appraldrnately 18 Inches below the concrete sump floor, or 
approximately IS25 ft below surface grade, and 18 Inches beluw the main level concrete slab, or epprwdmately 9.5 R below 
surface p d e ,  A soil sample waa,cdecW beneath the west piVsranp at a depth of 18 Inches below the boltom of the sump, or 
appmriamtety 1025 tt below surface grade. No vrslble stains or noticeable odors wlrmn the sdl horhons that were sampled were 
o b s e d  by field samplii c m  during sample roaectkn activities. Analyses of the soil samples beneath the two piVsumps were 
pedorrned tor total metals and radblogiCa contaminants including gamma emmers, Sr-90, and g m s  alpha and beta: 

Total Mdals, East and West PiVSumps: The metals detected In the two soil samples collected beneath rhe east plVsump include 
aluminum, antfmony, arsenic, Mum, beryulllum, cadmium, calcium, chmium, cobap, copper, Imn, lead. rnagneslum, 
manganese, mercury, n M  potaaslum, sodium, and vanadium. A compwhan to the backQround amceMrationa as described in 
Background Dose Equivalent Mea and Surfbl Sol Metal and k$mnuclMe Concentrations for the Idaho Natlonal Englnecrring 
Labomtory X R d  et 4, JNEL-9-0, Rev. 1, Augllst 1996) show that only mmk (13.5 mghg, maximum concenaatian), calaun 
(S7,Sm mglkg, d m u m  ConcentraUm), and sodhtm (W ma/ka. maximum concenbat[on) were reported above the B W 5 %  
upper toleranm bnlt for grab samples (Rood et al., 1996). 

The metala detected In rhe soil sample collected fmm bemath the wesl pit/sump hclude alumni& antimony, amenlc, badurn, 
beryulllum, M u m ,  calcium, hmmlum, cobalt, copper, iron, lead, magnesium, manganese, mercury, nickel potasslum, aodum, 
thallum and vanadium, A cornparlson to the background concentra!ions 88 desdrlbed In Rood et al shows that only arsenic (1 4.8 
m&) end caldum (s2,800 msncS) were at cumnbtiona abava the 959b195% UTL far grab samples. 

Radlologlcal Analytea, Eest and West PWSumpa- Analyses at he two 601l sampl& beneath the ea& piUsump repodtt that the 
only debchble raclionuclides wore K 4  (17.7 pCVg, maxjrnum activity, below INEEL background) and Ra-226 (1.07 pCVg, 
maxhum scthdy). Qmss beta analysis shmed an activity of 3.93 pCVg, The acWi of groas alpha (50.2 pCVg, mextmum 
eclivity) was not hlgh enough to run s~eclated analyses br  elphakmhting isotopes. AB a result, no comparlson to alpha-emitbjlg 
radionodides that are Reted In xhe INEEL backgrwnd eolls compilation can be made. RacEionudides Am-241, Cs-137, Sr-90. whlcl 
have correspondlng l N E a  background values, were below detection limits. 

Analyses ,of the eoU m p l e  beneath the west plhurnp reported that the only deteetaMe radionuclides were -137 (0.238 pciig) 

29.8 pCVg. The Bctivity of gross alpha (34.3 pCJg) was not high enough io run spedated analyses for alpha emitting isotopes. As 
a result, no comparison ta rrlpha-am-Mng rEldionudldes that are &tad Inpe INEEL badcgmund~soh compilation can be made. 
Arn-24l,.which has a compondvlg INEEL background mlues, waB below detection limits. 

K-40 (20.3 PCVg). U-295 (0.824 Gig), Re-226 (1 29 PCig) .  a d  Sr-90 (0.468 pCVg) Q r o s ~  beta analysie showed ~n activity Of 

Part B -To Be Completed By Contractor WAG Manager 

4. Recommendation: 1 *A+ 
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NEW S!TE IDElUTlFICA?lON 

Ttiii bib meefg the requiraments for M bractive'waste &e, requires investigation, and should be induded in the INEEL 
ff?AIco Adion Plan. Proposed Operable Urit asslgnmeni is recommended to be- lnduded In the F F m .  
WAG: -1 . -  Operable unit: 1-1 1 

Thls site DOES NOT meet the reqdrementa l o r  an madw waste s h  DOES NOT require InvesUgatian and SHOULD NOT be 
, included kr the lNEn FFAlCO Actlar Plan. 

i, 

~ ~ ~ ~ 

1. Contractor WAG Manager Certiticatlon: I have aamInd &e proposed site and the information s u b d i d  In rhis document and 
believe the 'mformalkn Eo be true, a~curale, end complete. My meow 'on k indcabd ln Sectlon 4 &we. 

lame: AllertEJantz . . Signature: Date: Oll23/03 
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lite Title: 
SF-48, TAN-615 East and West Sump/Pit Soils 

NEW SITE IDENTIFICATION (NSI) 
EVALUATION 

Site Code: 
TSF-48 

DOE WAG M a n a g p i E  H C o n c u r  with recommendation. 0 Do not concur with the recommendation. 

Signature: Date: 
Explanation: 

r with recommendation. Do not concur with the 

Explanation: / 
c 

State of Idaho 
WAG Manager Concurrence: 

Signature: Date: ?/IT/ 0 
ExDlanation: 

with recommendation. Do not concur with the recommendation. 
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ite Title: 
SF-48, TAN-61 5 East and West SumplPit Soils 

NEW SITE IDENTIFICATION (NSI) 
EVALUATI0.N 

Site Code: 
TSF-48 

‘ART D - INEEL FFNCO RESPONSIBLE PROGRAM MANAGERS (RPM’S) CONCURRENCE 

DOE-ID FFNCO RPM Concurrence: 

Signature: /L22L?? f’&A Date: y./R ?/d 
Explanation: 

@ Concur with recommendation. 0 Do not concur with the recommendation. 

EPA FFNCO RPM Concurrence: 

Signature: Date: 

0 Do not concur 

Explanation: 
, 

State of Idaho 
FFNCO RPM 9- onc rrence: 

Explanation: 

2;oncommendation. 0 Do not concur with the recommendation. 

Signature: YQ Date: y//T/d ’7’ 


